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P the leg e ene nl n te- 
[ marked 5 the Doubt, is retained to 
plead again oh the fame fide of the queſ- 
hen it may require the beſt of his abilities; 
to give ſatisfaction to the literary and Chriſ- 
tian world; in anſwer to an Author, who hath 
lately compleated his able une judicious cen- 
fure of 'the Confeſonal. * The writer of the 
Doubts therefore will endeavour” not to be 
prolix f in defence of them, that he may not 
interrupt the Remarker in his arduous enter- 
prize, nor divert the attention of others from 
2 worthier object. In one inſtance the 
Deubter, as he is ſtiled, hath the honour to 


n; 4 | 
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agree with the Remarker, that the 
Author of the Three Letters to the Author if 
the Confeſſional is A more- confiderable perſon- 


c. Remarks. page 18. 
But harmony is of ſhort duration between 


them, and war preſently commences, open- 
ing with a conteſt about the Declaration of 
Charles II from Breda: whether he promiſed 
the Preſbyterians in it A quite new mode! of 
the church of England ? 

The Remarker excepts to the word Pro. 
miſed as not fairly expreſſing the meaning of 


| the Confeſſional, where inſtead vf Promi, 


it is, Giving the Preſbyterians to underſtand. 


But if any one openly gives another to un- 
derſtand that he will do him a favour, and 
in a, manner clear enough for him to com- 
prehend diſtinctiy what the favour. is, moſ 
honeſt men will think, and not. ſeruple 

ſay, that he hath promiſed d it reall * 
not expreſſſy. However let the queſtion be 
put more. preciſely in the words of the C- 
Ae we ſtill alk the Remarter, in what 
Declaration from Breda did 
Charks 1 1 give the Preſbyterians to under- 


ſtands, LT PRA the church of Eng- 


land? It is not fayour at large, but a very 
er Corſi, Pe nee Dowbte. p. 2. 


particular 
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particular favour of high importance, that is 
here pretended, The claimant therefore ought 
to'ſhow that clear ſignifications were given 
him of it, before he can with"juſtice; or in- 
deed may without injuſtice, complain that 
he hath not been dealt with as good faith 
required. But where or how is this particu- 
lar and important favour ignified' in the De- 
claration ? All that is faid in it about Rli- 
gion hath already been giren in the Doubts, 
p. 2. The is cautiouſly worded; 
it expreſſes ſome affarance,” that © the ſeveral 
« opinions in religion will be compoſed or 
u better underſtded,- when the parties ſhall 
1 Unite in a freedom of converſition; büt 
carefully reſtrains'its concefſions'to liberty'6f | 
Nr vt: Lg AL ORF Of Ven One" r 
By the Declafitich; fays Mr I biteloct, 
« the King grants a free general pardon to 
all' that ſhall lay hold of it within forty 
« days, except ſuch as the Parliament hall 
«« except ; and a liberty to tender conſeien- 
*ces, and that none be queſtioned for diffe- 
«rence of opinion in matters of religion 


© which do not diſturb the peace of the king- 


« dom.” Memorials under May 1. 1660 "BY 

The bleſſing of ſuch liberty of conſcience 
we now enjoy ; but according to the diſtinc- 
© tion ds by the learned Author himſelf, it 
A2 w - 
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| tion. was publiſhed: before the 


ble may not have free. 


—— 
1 


others have done, whether, it was made by 


is \ diferent thing from a guite new nods. of 
the church of England. And of this quite ney 
model, neither Mr M bitelack in the. paflage 
cited, nor the Parliament in their anſwer, 
appear to have diſcovered any intimations. 
Here it is to he ngticed, that che Declara. 
reſort of the 
Preſbyterian Pivines to the King. Whether 
afterwards in private conyefſation abroad, ot 
byany. act at home, he xeally. gave them to 
underſtand: a, quite new moda of the church of 
Eugland, or , whether . they interpreted. his 
words 2 his intention, and according 
to their n: Wiſhes, are queſtions beſide the 
prgſent pucpoſe. The Remarker, if he will 
Temove dhe chatge of miſrepraſentation from 
the 3 Mona to the Doubts, muſt, gd: this 
new madel given to enero ** 
N from Breda. 238 N ui 
The Declaration | prefixed! 40 the, thirty 
nine articles fqraifhes. matter for the next 
diſpute ; the Remarler and the Dowbtrr. not 
intirely agreeing About either the Author or 
the meaning of it. And here. the Remar ter 
ſeems to think his Friend not well uſed, that 
liberty to doubt as 


James I, or Charles I. But if any one hath 
Nu Nl | 
_ abridged 
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abridged the. learned Author of his libertſꝶ in 
this inſtange, he. bath done it himſelf by his 
appeal-to Sis, Jahn Ellir's ſpeech in the par- 
liameat of 1628, in which the Declaration is 
ſpoken of, as mad and publiſhed in the name 
of. feng charlit. e ee of 1s 1 


1 ds Sasel Senat dl 2 
er there ariſeth to me not 
« one. of the Jeaſt dangets: in the Declaration 
«that is mage;,and publiſht in his MajeRies 
« name concerning} diſputing and-/peachings 
„ let not this my ſaying bear tho leaſt ſuſpi- 
« tion or jealauſieiat his Majeſty; for if there 
« be any miſpriſion or error, I hope it is thoſe 
« miniſters about him; which not onely he, 
but all pripees are ſubject unto; and princes 
«no doubt ate ſubject to miſinformations, 
* and many actions may be. intitled to their 
ne, when it is not done by themſelyes, 

„ And now to the particular in the De- 
« claration, we.) ſee-, what is Haid of Popery 
© ang! Arminianiſm, our. faith and religion is 
* in danger by. it, for like an inundation it 
* doth break in at once upon us. It is faid, 
if there be any difference in opinion con- 
* cerning the ſeaſonable interpretation of the 
 xxxix articles, the biſhops and the clergy 


® Ryſoworth, Vol. I p. 648. 


1 


46 1 
in 
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in the Convoration have power to diſpute 
«it; and to order which way they pleaſe; 
„And, for ought: I know," Popery and Ar. 
0 minianiſm may be introduced by them, and 


ehen it muſt be received by all. 


It may be taken for granted that Sir Folk | 
Elliot is here all along haranguing upon ote 
and the fame Declaration; and from the fear; 
which he expreſſes of its tendency, from his 
ſpeaking of it as made in his Majeſty's name, 
and from his endeavouring; whether out of 
reſpect to his Sovereign or his on ſecurity, 
to exculpate the King, and fix the whole 
Blame of making and-publiſhing it upon his 
miniſters, it may juſtly be concluded, that 
this Declaration had then lately made its ap- 
pearance for the firſt time. How then could 
the learned Author, who is ſo clear that the 
Declaration prefixed to the Thirty nine ar- 
ticles is the ſubject of this ſpeech; conſiſtent- 
. es of its being King'Charkss? 
Full as reafooubly might one doubt, were 
one to judge only from the ſpeech itſelf and 
without regard to other circumſtances, whe- 
cher Sir Fobn'Ellior is ſpeaking of the Decla- 
ration in queſtion; ſo inaccurate ate his ac- . 
count of it and manner of citing it. And yet 
it is inſiſted on, that he gives the true mean- 
Cent p. 132. Note. f 
* ö Ek. ing 
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ing of it, when. he ſays,” “If there be my 
40 4. of opinion concerning the ſea- 
« ſonable interpretation of the xxxix articles, 
« the biſhops and the clergy in the convoca- 
« tion have power to diſpute. it, and to order 
„which way they . pleaſe.” According to 
which gloſs the King is pulling: down with 
one hand as faſt as he builds with the other, 
In this paragraph, the appeal lies only to 
« the litteral and grammatical ſenſe of each 
« article ;” in that; it is ſuddenly removgd 
into another court; here, he will not en- 
« dure any varying or departing in the leaſt. 

« degree from the doctrine and diſcipline, of 
« the church of England now eſtabliſhed ;” 
2 that, all is unſettled again, and the biſhops 
and clergy i in <pavocation. a order which 
way they pleaſe. 

Let our anceſtors who oppoſed King Clarks 
be as ſenfible as the Remarker. pleaſes z yet let 
us not deny the King and his adviſers. an in- 
ferior degree of common underſtanding- | 

But the *Remarker hath made an impor- 
tant diſcovery about the word o W, that ĩt 

is not in Heylin's copy of the Declaration, 
and was probably inſerted into Biſhop Spar- 
r0w's Collection of Articles, Injuntions,. &c, 
To accomodate matters to the Act of Uni- 


* Remarks, p. 24. 
) « formity 
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«« formity ef 1662.“ The conjecture is ii: 
genious ; * unluckily, che firſt Edition of 
Biſhop Sparrow's Collection ,which reads now 


eftabliſhed, came out the year before the Ad 
of Uniformity was paſſed; and his copy of 


1 the Declaration was taken from that printed 


in 1630 by Bonham Norton and Jobn Bill the 


Kings s printers. Another confiderable autho- 


rity ſhall be produced to ſhow, that neither 
is the reading of uo w efab{/bed wrong, nor 
Sir Jon Elliot s gloſs a right one. 
The language of this Declaration is ſuch, 
< as is abſolutely inconſiſtent with the funda- 


mental principles of our preſent happy Con- 


« ſtitution. We will not endure, e 
Declaration, . any varying or departing, in 


te the leaſt degree, from the doctrine and dif- 


« cipline. of the church of -Englani 


Now 


« eftabliſhed. This might tally welt-enough | 


<-with the politics of a James or a'Charks; 


* but if our princes and people, in after 
times, had perſiſted in not enduring the 


leaſt departure from the dof#rine of the 
4 church of England, particularly as it is 


« exhibited-in the homiiy againſt will re- 


ce gellfon, what muſt have er us 1 
r 1/9 


. 5 
197170 4 3 17 - | 
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ay one believe the learned Author of 
| te algye' das paſigs/10 berg jute; that 
| The language of this Decleration' ii futh, 'as, 
to Sir Yin Ellie, to empower the 
biſhops" and clergy” in convocatiort to order 
which way they pleaſe : or to make the doc 
trine of the church of England as variable 
under certain reſtrictions, as the Remer het 
will have it? ' Remarks." p-. 25. HA Detto denn 

That dis Declaration was King Chr hen | 
1 preſump'canno donger be diſputed, fitice = 
the publiſhin of the. Third Laren to the 
author of the: Cee, 8e many clear 
proofs of the pe kart eblleaed: inthe Pas 
ſeript to that L that N. e 
addivionpl'! evidence from Sir \Yobn''Elkor's 
ſpeech; + But if the learned Author had caſt 
his. eye 8 updn it, witli more "atten- 


tion to on and Jeſs to another; it might 
have ſaved him o . about the 
Framer of che Declaration, and ſome em- 


Gangsge os Kd) ihe Caren wich im, 6 
makes h him warp we rs a rjer * 
 Hitherts, ie y be hoped, Dobbins; 
hatidg gone only in an Epen path} Rath td 
furche f But when he ventures” into 00 


N we thick coverts of the aa the 
B caſe 
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caſe is altered; as will now too ſadly appear. 
In the Confeſtonal, p. 131, is 4 long note, 
which firſt leads us to the Declaration pre- 
fixed to the Thirty nine articles ; then quit, 
it for the Proclamation of King Charles I; 
gives us a paſſage from it, follows it for ; 
while, loſes fight of it, and brings us back 
to the Declaration. And here the Particular 
mentioned in Sir John Elliot's ſpeech is cited; 
and we are told, that This particular is ac. 
«« tually to be found in his Majeſty's Derla 
«ration, as we nom have it. But now ve 
arrive at. a critical parting of the road ; and 
the direction how to proceed is THE- PAs- 
SAGE: ABOVE- CITED. By this direction the 
unfortunate Donbrter. with timid ſteps. choſe 
the more likely way, and choſe the wrong, 
Tux PASSAGE ABOVE CITED, ſays the Re- 
-marker,; p. 22. refers us to the King's Pro- 
clamation ; and, If Sager can e each 
« others Thought,” --- in all probability be 
ſäaith true. The Doubter aro, who con- 
ceived himſelf directed to the nearer. object. 
the Declaration, defixes to confeſs his error, 
and to acknowledge the kindneſs of the Re- 
marker;: who hath | given him a: clue, by 
which he can now find. his way hows the 
boat _ ee. an 


ee «Biſhop 


„% ˙¹Ü¹ꝛ»ͥ AS oa. „ 


or be guilty of *glaring 


that the 
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* Biſhop Coneybeare's *Fartiovs ſubſcription 
„Semen comes now before u; in Which 
according to the Doubrr,"p! 11, „ There is 
« not any the leaſt trace of ſuch argumenta- 
« tiow as is imputed to it,” The Remarker 
« has nor the Sermon ar Band but proves 
that Biſhop-Coneybeare muſt either argue a8 
be would have him, or elſe his Seimon muſt 
be quite foreign to the text.” In a like man- 
ner, a page or two after, Dr Vu wy 
impoſers of the Thirty nine articles muſt | ei- 
ther mean vrhat he*<liboſes he ſhould mean, 
the *« miniſterial 2 Hur Is, e 
alas | judicious as the Rear ter is in his in- 
ſtructions to Biſhop Coneybeare and Dr Water- 
land, how they ought to reaſon and write; 
what will it avail againſt plain matter of fact, 
t of the one, and the mean- 
ing of che other, ard N eren io In” _ 
Confe efronal 2 1 

The Riker ke p: 28. "confeſſes thay te 
1 in e incqutious imputation” on Dr Marer- 
land concerning Bi ſhop Sander ſon's Nine caſes 


of conſciente ;| and he ſeems angty with the 


Doubfer for not ſooner. apprizing the learned 
Author of. it. But this could not well be 


50. note. Doybrs. p. 11. Remarks, p. 26. 
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. : and that the Amber-afithe 
Conjafponal, tt als, by NH — 4 
« hm under this wacttteinty,who:chn 
« pretant ta ſay with! what: romfier My neee 
«4.compoſed,. of: by whet views. and i- 
_ «rations; Fhe.compeſees. ü wete inlet 
2 thay; e xpreſſing bid on ſentimente in 


argument againſt Dr. Nick, he alopw 
Bunet s dpibiens {6 far.as-rolatas to 


1 a. certainty, withoutethe leafs 
« Reltation, and by-this.opinion babies.“ 
bet if it ĩs:a rertaiati; that the Articles ere 
compoſod by Granmer Hitmielf. or withs the 
belp of dne or two particular friemda all of a 
mind; does, Biſhap . Bernet doubuſulneſs 
make tl ſact leſs teal, dr alter the mature of 
* coneluſion following ſtom it? Why: then, 
is the foros of the oonenſion evaded by-call- 
ing in qusſtion, in one place, the very pre- 
miſes, whiehꝭ in another place, whey it ſerves 


bis putpeſed the learned Author adopt as 
« 2 certainty without the leaſt. heſitatiom &. 


It may well be douhted, whether the Re- 
marker confiites of credit of his learned 
Friend by imputing ſuch artifice to him in an 


inquiry aſter truth, in n 
- . 0 1 


n * 
gn I $43 |” The 
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he. matter is here argued on the ſuppoſi- 
tion, that Biſhop Burner was” under uncer. 
tainty by whom King Edward's Articles were 
compoſed. © But though the learned Author 


and the Remarker chooſe to fix upon a time, 


when he thought it more probable that © They 
| « were framed by Canna, and Rilley. Hiſt. 
« Reform... Vol. II. p. 166.“ Vet he appears 
to have been afterwards ſatisfied; that they 
were cbnipiled by Cramer. For, Vol. Hi. 
p- zr. he introduces Cramer as'** granting 
«the ſame to be his doings :*! and in the 
ſume page the Biſhop adds: We have 
1 Cruams own word for it that he drew 
them. And that the learned Author was 
not unaequainted with this part of the Hiſ- 
tory, ſeems pretty clear from C 


Confeſ. N p. 42 
Where he refers to Vol. III. p. 2105 and to 
the very paragraph in which the Po 
eue ſubject of the Articles. 
dur ud now the ballet thro be cn. 


refed; 


e et te pigs * aalen. | 


For. 11. Epiſt. ii. 97. 


He ts heres with Aung u paſſage from the 
' Confeſſional, p. 167, unfairly. But inſert a 
'daſh to ſhew that ſome words are left out, 
and the uofairneſs vaniſhes. ' It was by miſ- 


take 
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take that-ſueh a daſh was omitted; and the 
part of the ſentence which is left out ĩs not 
of the leaſt moment in the preſent ſmall dĩſ- 
pute, whether the Author of the Cusaſiamai 
could properly and conſiſtently rebuke Dr. 
Bennet for advancing ſomewhat contrary to hit 
Majefty's Declaration. The Remarker alledges, 
that though he himſelf denies any validity 
to this Declaration, yet Dr. Bennet refers to 
it * as & public inſtrument of lega/ authority. . 
And if this is proved, the t ad bo- 
ninem muſt here be allowed to be fair. But 
how is it proved ? One would i imagine by the * 
manner of printing legal authority in the Re- 
narks, that this was Dr. Bennet s expreſſion. 
But no ſuch expreſſion occurs in the page re- 
ferred to. He there cites the Declaration in 
proof of a matter of fact: That every ſub- 
« ſcriber to the articles was then ſuppoſed to 
believe chem true: and he might judge 
its valid, without acknowledging 
a legal authority in it; he might even allow, 
that it had once ſuch authority, and at the 
fame time believe, that it was now at an 
end; and yet he might think it to his pur- 
poſe. to ſhow, that the Declaration ſpoke the 
lame language and conſented with laws ſti 


* Doubts. p. 18. Remarks. 7.83. an Thirty 
oy rk „„ | 


\# 


16 .4 DEFENCE OR 
. Infarce. The Remarter himſelf appears not 
public 


his. reference to the Declaration ad 4 p 
<< anifttument'of /egal: authority ;''' and, till be 
will be. pleaſed to do it in a better manner, 
this matter mut __ . as it n in 
the Doubts. V1 
The 3 to 8 e 

6 32 of the Doubt, 
Which eta, zccording- to him; ig a fi- 
mark tor criticiſm. But fince he Hath been 
fo indulgent as to ſhoat but two or three little 
- erftows againſt it, and thaſe in the humble 

opiniam of the Daub ren fly beſide it, he will 
leave matters to teſt as they are with his 
readers; ſome. of hom potiibly mey jadge, 
that this fore mart is in reality a clear point. 
The qustation from Biſhop Barnes, 'Doubis, 
p. 23, Hall be left alfo to deelure ſiis fenti- 
ments xoncerning. an article in he Nicer 
Crecd. No words can malte them plainer 
and all the reaſoning of nn yl 
neuer be able to obiſeure them. 


We ago on then to r 


Lell and infers ; which words, we are told in 
the Confyiona!, p. IBA, 5 never. fignified any 
5 33 


. 56. 


gt” 15 
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(© bur the place of torments““ If 
anſwer to this the Dovbre# pi 

ocher inſtances from the grrut Bible a paffa 

of oh xiv. 13. in Which Wines 1 
God would” Hyde him in che bell unryl bis 
wrath were fiylled. - But to this the Remarter 
has: various exceptions; one of which is, 
that chis trunſlation of the bible came Gut 
under the patronage of (popiſh biſhops,” who 
might mean to ere purgatory by che won 
e. Phe tranſlution, according to my a. 
thors} e ee Ar Negtyn and C. 
ved two martyrs! and & confeffor for the 
pivteſtant cauſe. It was reviſed by Cyan 
whoſe prefuce appeared to ĩt in 1540; it Was 
reptinted® by authertty in the reign of Ed 
uU VI, 8 the thitclies;” and adopted 
imo tde Iiturgy ef his reformers. It was 


ſuppreſſed in Quetn" Mary” 


reign; ho dit. 
happily reſtored togetfier with 'the li 

ein the firſt year: ef Queen EXzabeth.” © it 
ſeems therefore to have heen referved'for the | 
lagacity of the Remarker to Uiſcover, what it 
is lab our reformers did not, dhe clbyen. 
fobt of popery in this ttanflation. Tet ſaß 


e eee ee Heath 


Wet! 


„b de tete Lee be the 
Name, Num. IV. p. 4% 5. Jen Jol Pref. to his 


D104 C 420g biſhop 


0 
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biſhop- of Rocbeſler, who by command of 
VIII overlooked a new edition of it in 
1541, infuſed their popiſh ideas into Cover- 
dale sand Cranmer s words, what will fol- 
low ?. T hat they conſidered the hell in which 
Fob deſired. · to be hidden untill the wrath 
« of God were ſilled,”: under the idea of 
purgatory!? The maintainers of purgatory do 
not commonly ſuppoſe its fires ſo gentle, that 
they would make Fob pathetically wiſh: to be 
there, as in a ſhelter or hiding place from 
the wrath. of God, which he endured in his 
| ſufferings on earth. Beſides. theſe learned Bi- 
ſhops underſtood. the tenots of their own 
5 —. better, than to think of ſending % 
to purgatory. They would have placed him, 
or made him wiſh to be placed, in limbo 
patrum; which was a part, of Infernus, or 
bell for, as Dr artin well obſeryes, . Our 
Engliſh word ball is lax enough to anſwer 
«to inſeri, or to all the ſuppoſed diſtricts of 
-« the infernal regions: but the Linus ps | 
trum was not place. of torments. 
| The Remarker : ſeems. e that | 
| * e „There ſhould be ® Doubter in * three 


15. L Hiſtory of che Tranſlations of the Bible. 8v0. 1739. 
fs 140. d The. Aquin. Summa Theol. Supplem. ad 

ert. Part. Quæſt. LxIX. Art. iv. v. 1. P or 
Vol. II. - Appendix p. 7 1a. Remarks, p. 44. | © Remarks 
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** capable of taking. the. reign. of 
Huy VIII into be aye of the Compilers of 
the Articles. ' But does the *Doubter's argu- 
ment require him to take in this reign? May 
he not leave it entirely out, and yet have 
time enough left, to make the authority and 
uſe of this tranſlation eoincide with the days 
of the compilers? It was reprinted under 
the auſpices of Edward VI; and in a 4to e- 
ditionof 1553 the texts alledged in the Doubs 
ſtand exactly as they are there cited. The 
Doubter therefore appeals to the tranſlation, 
2s its words were underſtood at that time; 
when hell did not ſuggeſt an idea of purga- 
tory ; ' unleſs the Remarkey can ſhow by ſome 
1% Dextrous le, that the words" of the 
« tranſlation 6 ng ll the ſame, the dbctrine 

% purpoſe and intention of e RAR —_— 
the fame likewiſe.” 

But if all this will not aber hien'; ov us 
open the Biſhop's bible, which'I hope had no 
Bonner to patroniſe it. In this bible, firſt 
printed in large folio 1568, the tranſlators or 
editors, luckily: for the Doubter, explain for 
themſelves what they mean ſometimes by the 
word hell. On 2 Sam. xxII. 6, 1 Cor. xv. 56. 
e is read in the r , e 

W bio i 7% 
dem ans! 12.2; See 3 p. nals 215 Ont 
C 2 25A — 
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the margin, it ſignißes the graue; and on 
Jonas II. 1, ** Fonas prayed unto the Locde 
« his God out of the fiſhes belly,” they hape 
this marginal note: He afterwarde calleth 
* it [the fiſhes belly] hel, and the woorde is 
* taken often for the grave.” On Hſalm xy, 
10. „For thou wilt not leave my ſoul in 
« helle, they ſay in the margin, In the 
« ſtate that ſoules be after this life. 
The Remgrker who is neyer in gayer ſpi- 
| ite than on this ſubject, as appears by an 
inſtance of his pleaſantry.at the top of p.4; 
of the Remarks, is not ſatisſied with aſſerting 
the ground claimed by his learned Friend; 
for. he makes a ſudden movement, and ve 
ind him unexpectedly entrenching himſelf 
in Hades. Which new poſt the Doubter hath 
no ambition to diſpute with him ; but rather, 
as the Remarker hath appriged him of ſoine- 
thing conſiderable, defires to makę ſuch re- 
turn as he is able; and will therefore: preſent 
him with a; paſſage from Uber's anſwer to 
the, Jaſuits challenge, (p. 239. Alb. edit 
London. 1686.) in which this great man 
gives ſome account of 5 eccleſiaſtical 1 
of his three words. 
Mer follows Ferfeganinderiving Atta 
| hit which ſignifies to hide in old German; 
and obſerves that in our ancient language, 


cc 70 
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15 hell the bend; is as much as Fo: over le 
lend; and he, that covererh the houſe with 
«tile or ſlate, is from thenoe commonly called 
« 4 bellier. From | whence" he concludes 
« that in the"dciginal proprizty” of the word, 
h! doth exactly anſwer the Greek Hades, 
« which: denoteth the plate which is unſcen, 
or removed from the ſight of man: 
Wo are in the ſecond place thereforr to 

« obſerve fays he) that the term of Hell, 
« befide the vulgar acc wherein itfig+ 
«'nificth that which, Luls xv1. 28. is called 
«the plate f torment; is, in the eceleſſuſti- 
cc 2 uſe of the word, extended more largely 
to expreſs the Greek word Hades and the 
„Latin Inferi; and whatſoever is contained 
under them. Concerning which St. A- 
guſlin: giveth this note: T name f bell 
% varioufly put in the Scriptures, and in 
« many meanings, according at the ſenſe of the 
« things abi are' entreated of doth require. 
2 Maſter Caſaubon (who underſtood the 
* property of the Greek and Latin words 45 
well as any) this other: They uh think 

ht HADES „ properly 'the ſear 'of the 
« damned, br no eſe deceived, Iban they who, 
eue they read Ix E ER Os in Latine writers, 
dh interpret'it of "the ſume place. The le 
* cauſe have we to wonder, Nhat Hell in the 
«« Scripture 
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_ «« Scripture ſhould: be made the place of al 


the dead in common, and not of the wicked 
% only. As in Pſalm Lxxx1x..47, 48. Re: 
. member. how ſhort my time is : wherefore haſt 
&« thou made all men in vain? What man is be 
« that liveth and ſhall not ſer death ? ſhall le 
** deliver his foul from the hand f HELL!) 
« and Ifai. xXxviil.' 18, 19. H'E LL cannot 


e praiſe thee, death, cannot celebrate thee : they 


« that go down into the pit cannot hope for th 
« truth. The LIVING, the LIVING, he ſhall 
«© Praiſe thee, . at I do_ this; day. Where the 
oppoſition betwixt Hell and the ſtate of i 
in this world is to be obſerved.” Co. 
In the texts here cited, Uſher has retained 


the word Hell from the old verſion. By 


which it appears, that he had the misfortune 
to differ in judgment from the Remarker, 
who aſſures us, that The laſt tranſlators 
very wiſely ſubſtituted the word grave in 


its room. But peradventure the authority 


of Caſaubon and Uſher, the latter of whom 
firſt publiſhed: the work juſt mentioned in 
1625, may be too late, as that of the Great 


bible was too early for his Chronology. How- 


ever, as no exception of this ſort lies againſt 


the Bybep's bible, it ill remains for him to 
en ity HOC . Wang: are ſaid 
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t6 have been of Arch - biſhop Parker's order- 
ing, with the following laſſeftionn 

% At the time when King Baaru s arti- 
«cles were compiled, and for many years 
after, che word Hel/ will” be found tb be 
« invariably taken for the place of final pu- 
« niſhment, in all theological writings of au- 
«*thority.” Nemarlt. p. . 
We haye now only to enquire, whether it 
is juſtly affirmed inthe! Cn 64, 
that Dr, Bennet: is contraty to Dr. Clarke in 
giving the churches ſenſe: of Cbriſ s deſeent 
into Hell. Dr. Bennet 's doctrine is that Tue 
clurch of England] excludes no' fen f the 
word Hell in this article the third excopt that 
which ſays. that-hell fgnifies the graue. Up- 
on which we are aſked,” ** Has Dr. Clarke any 
« where. ſaid that the church excludes that 
« ſenſe ?” But if he hath not, will his filence 
decide in favour of the:Remarker'? Does not 
the maintaining of his learned Friend's poſi- 
tion require ſome direct evidence that Dr. 
Clarke contradicts Dr. Bennet on this head? 
Which is not given in the paſſage quoted in 
the Remarks, where all, that Dr. Clarke ſuys 
upon the deſeent into hell, is this: „ The 
* article. in the Apoſtles creed 9 


. — 
C 1 


g the Big nin artics f 5. ry $87 
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e Ohtiſt e deſoent into kith is now-utiiverſally 
4e underſtood if a ſenſe different 

eff what the Campoſers of tho Creed in- 
« tended.” .; That the Chur of Euglauu in 
the thind:of her Thirty nine article does'in: 
deed ſo diffor in meaning from the compoſert 
of the apoſtles creed, is u point allowed by 
Dr. Bennet in his Directian pat, and coun⸗ 
tenanced by tliis paſſage of Dr. Clarke. An 
agteement between them it is eaſy to per- 
cecius : the diſniculty:is to diſtern their cb 
trariety ; which appears by no means more 
ers reaſoning. And yet] as if he were fully 
entitled to his conolaſien, he authotits 
decides, that Dn: Carte muſt either be at 
variance with Dr. Bauer ow: this point of 
< excluſion, or at: variance [with himſelf.” 
Remake P- 7. G0 Harl en u . i lan“ 
But thir-newieflir to dt bol Gt 

at; variance with- himſelf? Might it not ſuf- 
hor: chat it hath. already been attempted bys 
curious anecdote produced in the C ona, 
P» 3722 which makes Dr. Canes private 
opinion inconſiſtent enough with his public 
profeſſions? For according to his ſentiments 
among friends (if . WHY" an u I 
gentleman was not miſtaken in apprehending 
* ee was an. Arch-. 

U 


re gere S. KK 


1 _—— 


man was * Th d D+ Wart — 
Artropolitun: and, — 
— — DRY WA,” ts 
CR LING HALLS 


tat; > 2 
lt ces indeed in 171 


that” Archbith 
Wake was prieft enongh ; and in 1) 719 chat 
was a Worlſy und Eellent Milrupblitun. N 
it was poſſible for Dri Clarke to alter his opi- 
non ef Df Vale in his interdtd, we might 
— ——— 
was right; but this relieves 
us of our ſaſpeties: For bertufttiy the cndd 
Author would der Have Eh - — 2 | 
te ſentiments in oppoſitiol e 
declarations, if he had not been ſirisfied thit 
De. Clarke! Bnbe the "man th6u- 
ad ever hundred and fte ee 
But endugh f theſe Bbubts- For, Rüth 
the "Ramarker, 480 far 8 1 — 
ht all be admitted for jtiſt and true 
— heut the leaſt damage to the urgument 
of the Oon fetal!“ Remarks; p. 1. In 
another placef pugE 4, he tells u: 
« merits of the main queſti 
« ly), within u aug coupe. Büt in 


„ mad een enn Dr rn 


vine of the vam sse 
D 


ing ; , 
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ing io, he ſeems not ſufficicatly warranted by 
| — 2 — 


and. too: much; didernment not 10 e uche 
was foreign mn his purpet 3 we muſt con · 
clude, that he judged vo part of theſe thing: 
ſupertiuous, but all of them properly con- 
ducive to the deciſion of the main qugſin, 
as aptiy introducing or confirming ſome ma- 
terial argument, and, from one intermetliatc 
conclufian ta angther, ſtill tending to che ul - 
timate. But if this variety of facts, narra · 
tions, characters, remarks, diſſertations, cri- 
ticiſms, cenſures, was of, moment to: the 
karned, Author in; the conſtruction of his 
_ grand delign it became of moment to his 
_ T6aders. to cxamine ſeverally the parts of his 
miſcellanequs fahbcic., For if the materials 
with which he builds Gould be unſound, 
and dauled with, untempered mortar : or, not 
hing uare and evenf he fullepf cracks/ and 
e 
with ver milion, will hardly texape them to 


2, reſort to it as A W 
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jery of ſuch een 1 


of them, or rather 
it ſubſervĩent to truth, 0 
theix guards and others f. 


| ect Fives mobo ef uf 


I 
- 


convicted of fle 


Tak alluded to 
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_ << flonal fs tent ra run into chem braceß ef 


Further Rimdarhs, p. 091 
- 0 vey liefle Cobbie in looking over thit 
ght enable 1 0 
uy patter it, Were 
ne add. And if ite wither is. .o ei 
for what he hath 
(did; there was 'theloſs'occalion 16 im pute t 


bim, What he hatfl neſther fuld nor meant 
, He hath not for ifſtaice ld; that <The 


*<miltakes of tte Author of the Corfeiliond 
werd fatal % him, nor hüth any diſtind 


ide Gf che menhing of meſe words. "He 


Hack he where calfed che Author of he 
« Confeſſional with an ironicul iner 4 | 
. $r979/4nti” "Though perliaps he may not 
think xbery "zealous — * 
dle Chun p- ibe proceftaitt* cauſe.” He | 
kth: not fnic nor infinuited That the 
„ Aethor of the Confemonal is:r44dy to rh | 
ite we em braces of Pather Philips.” The 
not any readineſs in 
to meet Peer; bus that, if mo 
it Happeried by his 4? ſtafe, and no 


With dis good will. And who ſes not, by 


the game of "Mr.- Philips in 'this' place, and 
that of William Rainioldes in another, are in- 
trodused, not on scout of their popery, 


bur . the one is given to . 
nell T an | 


l N » 
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and the other; embraced the party which he 
was confuting i Such are the hints dropt by 
the Daubreriz Thal the Author of the Con- 
« feſſiemal ĩs at. the bottom a fuvouret of pd 
« pery. An Aut dd: fe of 'the pen haten 
ſutely as little relation to Rim as 4 fHarving 
hugin, which . the learned author hash 
diſcovered among proteſtants. There is on, 
one paſſagt more that hath any the. moſt 
diſtant aſpect upon popery ; and that is a 
aſked, Dinter, p. ag, „Was the 
« writer of the Confeſſiunal ignorant; of all 
« tbizy ar war C fdlaying the, Feat This was 
originally his: own: quniliohg ms Betſy: preſt 
in'the..Confeffional: upon à maſterly writer a- 
gainſt popery, and put at leaſt as generdutft—? 
in the Donbra td one who is able to anſwer 
ſor himſeli. But perhaps the very uſe f 8 
cheſe words infringes on the right 2 1 
kirded authar; and the terms belong tu 4 
train f artillery; formed: of :Arminiauifn, 
Popery, Inquifitions, and Cardinal bart, which 
is not to be touched but by the Maſter of the 
Ordnance himſelf, or by. thoſe who have his 
commiſſion to play it of "Un 1 certain 
* and her friends.” 5 IE: 


_ Noir non ine off nom gr, hr 8 
| Martial. 1x. 5. 


ter 


. AC. 
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feſffonal, but 


of eminent and worthy men, as he hath don 
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candid of any party to be. faid with unbe- 
coming freedom in the Dowbrs, the writer 
them is ſorry to have ſaid it. He' bears nc 
malice or ill will to the Author of the Ga 
ſincerely wiſhes his 'happineſs} 
and in order to contribute, if he can, to 

future tranquillity and repoſe of his leariig 
mind, begs leave to offer him this pe 
advice: That before he indulge 
in in ufing the characters and n 


-4 * 
- FT 1 = 


in the Confeftonal, he would fit down, ani 
count the cat; and if he is ſo: tender of N 


own reputation, and ſo extremely hurt by 
any the ſmalleſt matter that ſeems do touch 
„„ 

between him and the Remarker e þ 
Tat from him by aig the ning wn th 
dead, from whom he dillcats, with « 
and moderation. «1 "Jl 
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9 — => is Articles add * - "71 
— 19. — 21. . 2 , 
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— Page 8. line 19. read earl dep: 


— 18. — 12. read Direfiens — 
— 26. — 4. and p.27. Lig. — 
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